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In this context, extraterritorialisation should conceptually be distinguished from externalisation. Islands falling within the territory of a State may play pivotal roles in that State's migration control as areas of externalisation. However, such externalisation should be differentiated from extraterritorial migration control in which islands belonging to the sovereign territory of another State are utilised to further the offshoring State's migration interests. Whilst extraterritorial zones may thus also function as areas of externalisation, such areas of externalisation are not per definition extraterritorial. See Afeef, The Politics of Extraterritorial Processing; Triandafyllidou, "Multi-levelling and externalising"; Mountz, "The enforcement archipelago". 13 C. Levy, "Refugees, Europe, Camps/State of Exception: 'Into the Zone', 'The European Union' and Extraterritorial Processing of Migrants, Refugees, and Asylum Seekers (Theories and Practice)", Refugee Survey Quarterly, 2, 2010, 92-119, 115. 14 See for example A. Travis, I. Traynor & P. Kingsley, "Most migrants crossing Mediterranean will be sent back, EU leaders to agree", The Guardian, 22 Apr 2015, available at: http://www.theguardian.com/world/2015/apr/22/most-migrants-crossing-mediterranean-will-be-sent-back-euleaders-to-agree (last visited 23 Apr 2015). 15 Babacan & Babacan, "Detention Downunder"; Grewcock, "Australian border policing"; S. Kneebone, "The Pacific Plan: The Provision of 'Effective Protection'?" International Journal of Refugee Law, 18, 2006, 696-721 ; S. Pickering, M. Bosworth & K.F. Aas, "The Criminology of Mobility", in S. Pickering & J. Ham (eds.) , The Routledge Handbook on Crime and International Migration, London, Routledge, 2014, 382-95; Rajaram, Making Place; M. Welch, " The Sonics of Crimmigration in Australia. Walls of Noise and Quiet Manoeuvring", British Journal of Criminology, 52, 2012, 324-44. 16 K.F. Aas, "(In)security-at-a-distance: rescaling justice, risk and warfare in a transnational age", Global Crime, 13, 2012, 235-53 Citizenship and Social Exclusion, Oxford, Oxford University Press, 2013, 40-57. 17 Aas, "(In)security-at-a-distance"; K.F. Aas, "'Crimmigrant' bodies and bona fide travelers: surveillance, citizenship and global governance", Theoretical Criminology, 15, 2011, 331-46 ; K.F. Aas, "Bordered penality: Precarious membership and abnormal justice", Punishment & Society, 16, 2014, 520-41 ; U. Beck, "Living in the Focusing on the Pacific Solution, Welch has outlined that crimmigration can be understood as a dichotomous process. 23 As such, he argues that the Australian Government utilizes both 'walls of noise' (or 'loud panicking') and 'walls of governance' (or 'quiet manoeuvring') in the process of crimmigration. On the one hand, political discourse would be used to create a "loud panic" about irregular migrant arrivals, providing a basis for
Governments to introduce restrictive legislative and policy frameworks to counter-act irregular arrivals. 24 As such, it has been argued that "discursive practice has served to construct a mythic image of a deviant and criminal asylum seeking population that has enabled the justification of increasingly restrictive and draconian legislation and policy". 25 On the other hand, Governments utilize "quiet manoeuvring" tactics -including media stonewalling, privatization and, of particular interest for this article, offshore detention -as Law & Social Inquiry, 39, 2014, 560-79 . 18 Babacan & Babacan, "Detention Downunder"; Grewcock, "Australian border policing"; Kneebone, "The Pacific Plan"; Pickering, Bosworth & Aas, "The Criminology of Mobility"; Rajaram, Making Place; Welch, "The Sonics of Crimmigration". 19 Grewcock, "Australian border policing"; Hodge, "A grievable life?" 20 Grewcock, "Australian border policing", 71. Due to the combination of both types of walls, crimmigration developments in law and policy would remain simultaneously justified and little exposed.
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The present article will explore the aptness of such a framework by applying it to political discourse concerning OSB. In particular, it attempts to answer a two-folded question:
on the one hand, it asks to what extent the political discourse indeed creates 'loud panic' about irregular migrant arrivals as a 'wall of noise' to justify restrictive policy. On the other hand, it asks to what extent such discourse has an impact on the construction of 'quiet manoeuvring' as a 'wall of governance'.
A Critical Discourse Analysis will likewise be applied in a two-folded fashion. First, the existence and extent of 'loud panicking' will be examined through the assessment of two discursive themes: (i) what the goals of offshore processing under OSB are, and (ii) which migrants it targets. These themes may reveal on which basis the policy framework is justified.
Secondly, the impact of the political discourse on tactics of 'quiet manoeuvring' will be examined through the analysis of a third discursive theme, i.e. (iii) how responsibilities are divided and/or diffused on a discursive level between the Governments involved. As such, whilst it departs from Welch' dichotomous framework of analysis, it adds more specific indicators to outline whether 'loud panicking' and 'quiet manoeuvring' can indeed be distinguished. In this way, the question whether such processes occur does not require an 'either-or' answer but can be tailored in relation to specific themes. In addition, by using such themes, it becomes possible to dissect the construction of both walls, thereby outlining their nuances and potential internal ambivalences. Simultaneously, it allows future research to add or modify themes to accommodate for the peculiarities of specific contexts and situations.
Crimmigration and discourse
Over time, the relationship between criminal law and immigration law (and between crime control and immigration control) has become increasingly close-knit in what has been labelled as a process of "crimmigration". 28 Whilst the two regimes are underpinned by distinct legal frameworks, they share a synthesized gatekeeping function which is increasingly effectuated 26 Welch, "The Sonics of Crimmigration", 331. 27 Welch, " 
Methodology
In line with Lupton, discourse analysis in this article is meant to purport to a contextualized analysis of language and the reproduction of ideologies and belief systems in discourse. 41 The Health, 16, 1992, 145-50. starting point is that language is not a neutral reflection of the world, nor of social relations or personal identities, but rather plays an active role in creating, maintaining and altering them. 42 A qualitative Critical Discourse Analysis (hereinafter: 'CDA') as grounded in the work of Fairclough will be conducted. 43 It is often used to examine inequality and power struggles in discursive practices and is thus highly valuable to examine the relation between language, ideology and power in political speech and discourse. 44 CDA holds that political activities embody struggles for power to put political, social and economic ideas and ideals into practice. Language is crucial, since "every political action is prepared, accompanied, influenced and played by language". 45 Discourse analysis, in turn, attempts to unravel the way in which texts are utilized to express certain ideological perspectives "delicately and covertly". 46 In this regard, it should be emphasized from the outset that this methodology is to a certain extent inherently normative: it is based on the presumption that language and discourse are potential tools of power and empowerment and can be utilized to foster certain ideas and ideals. Discourse is thus not perceived as a neutral and value-free concept, but rather as an ideologically-loaded phenomenon. This is not to say that the CDA approach by definition provides a normative perspective on certain uses of discourse. On the contrary, CDA is applied to denote the normative aspects of discourse, not to provide a normative judgment of such discourse per se.
To perform a CDA, Fairclough has developed a three-dimensional analytical model comprising the following steps: (i) an examination of a text's linguistic features (that is the "level of the text", or micro level), (ii) the exploration of processes related to the text's production and consumption (that is the "level of the discursive practice", or meso level), and (iii) the consideration of the text's wider cultural and social context, of which the text is a "communicative event" (that is the "level of the sociocultural practice", or macro level).
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These processes are bi-directional: that is to say, the way language is used is not only shaped and influenced by the socio-cultural framework in which it is positioned, but this sociocultural framework is simultaneously shaped and influenced by the way language is used.
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Text and context thus continuously model each other.
The analysis will focus on the three aforementioned themes: (i) the goals of offshore processing, (ii) the targeted migrants, and (iii) During the remainder of 2014, no press conferences have occurred.
Operation Sovereign Borders: a critical discourse analysis
In July 2013, the Liberal Party and the Nationals Party (together 'the Coalition') published a policy brief outlining their envisaged OSB policy. 53 Since the inauguration of the Coalition 50 In contemporary reality, the Internet has gained an immense significance, amongst others as source and unit of analysis. At the same time, websites can be strategically used by governments (as well as by others) to foster a certain deeper (policy) narrative. As such, websites provide vital resources for a CDA and can to some extent be considered as 'discursive practices' in and of themselves. Whilst purposively left outside the scope of this article, critical reflections on such practices would foster our understanding of how websites are used to express and promote dominant belief systems and discourses. In a different context, such reflection has been provided by M. Lancester of the Australian Federal Police was present as well. The press conferences were held on a weekly basis until the beginning of January 2014.
Textual analysis at the micro level

Goals of offshore processing
The examined documents outline multiple goals of offshore processing under OSB. From the outset, it should be noted that the goals of offshore processing and the goals of the wider policy framework should be seen in a continuum, in particular given the fact that offshore processing is a core feature of OSB and is geared towards its successive achievement. As such, five main goals can be discerned in the discourse: deterrence (and repatriation of previous boat arrivals), the protection of Australia's borders and national sovereignty, saving lives at sea, preventing irregular boat arrivals from queue-jumping, and -to a lesser extentspending available budgets better and more efficiently.
One of the main underlying rationales provided is that of deterrence: thus, the offshore processing of asylum-seekers is predicated on the deterrence of boat migration and human trafficking, in line with the so-called 'Regional Deterrence Framework' that the Coalition has developed. Amongst others, this becomes clear from the facts that the policy structure is outlined to be focused "single-mindedly" 55 on deterrence, and that deterrence has been advocated by the Coalition "for years", 56 implying that it is one of the main goals sought by the Coalition administration. Indeed, the catchphrase "stopping the boats" 57 has almost become synonymous for the Operation in its entirety, with the discourse being very much focused on a "tougher" and "absolute" approach 58 towards "illegal boats" and human trafficking. By using terms such as "commitment", "promised", 59 "determined", security" 70 and restoring "faith in our immigration system". 71 Australia's national borders are thus discoursed to be essential features of Australia's sovereignty and as being under threat, warranting the implementation of OSB -in particular given that " [t] he Coalition has a clear and consistent policy commitment to border protection". 72 Simultaneously, "saving lives at sea" recurs as a policy goal. By outlining the impact and significance of "the tragedies at sea", 73 as well as by stating that boats are "the most dangerous place[s] to be", 74 it is maintained that the policy is beneficial also for boat migrants themselves. 75 Additionally, the aim of providing protection for "genuine" asylum-seekers is outlined. Thus, refugees in offshore UNHCR centres would be disadvantaged if a significant share of boat migrants would be resettled as refugees in Australia, because the latter would be
Targeted migrants
The discourse almost exclusively focuses on migrants who embark for Australia by boat: it continuously uses phrases such as "the boats still keep coming", 90 "stopping the boats", 91 "illegal arrivals by boat", 92 "managing illegal boat arrivals" 93 and "turn back boats". 94 By comparison, the mode of transportation that most irregular migrants use when travelling to Australia, namely by airplane, 95 is not focused upon: indeed, words such as "air", "plane", "airplane" and "aircraft" hardly occur in the discourse.
In relation to boat migrants, the discourse maintains various framings. First of all, boat migrants are framed as smuggled persons. Indeed, the discourse often refers to the involvement of human traffickers in boat migration, which is substantiated by individualized examples in the discourse. 96 During some press conferences, photo images, nationalities and ages of respective smuggling suspects were provided. 97 Boat migrants are discoursed to be customers or rational passengers knowingly buying services of such tactical human traffickers. Thus, boat migrants are referred to as calculating persons and "prospective passengers" 98 with "money in their pocket", 99 who buy products from traffickers and who can effectively be deterred by raising the stakes. For instance, the discourse metaphorically states that the Australian Government has to take "the sugar off the On the level of bilateral structures, however, it remains unclear on whom responsibility vis-à-vis the RPCs rests. The discourse uses phrases such as "joint committee"
and "partnership", envisaging various actors to be responsible to some extent for certain aspects of offshore processing. On the one hand, Nauru and PNG are discoursed to be sovereign partner nations that play a key role in the establishment and successful maintenance of offshore processing centres and who "run" the processing arrangements. 134 On the other hand, the Australian Government provides "a significant amount of support" 135 and exercises authorities that are gradually "transferred" 136 to the Nauruan authorities, whilst local refugee status claim assessors are being trained by Australian professionals to build capacity.
Moreover, investigations in the RPCs -including investigations of potential assaults -are seen as matters that rest with both the local authorities and with service providers who have been contracted by Australia but who operate under the national laws of the host countries.
Additionally, there is a joint management committee dealing with the operations of the facilities.
Nevertheless, according to various discursive lines of reasoning, the RPCs are in essence predominantly Australian. This is an important discursive trend to be discerned, not only because it puts statements that Nauru and PNG are ultimately the ones in charge into perspective but also because it is relevant for questions of accountability. Thus, the Australian Government is discursively centralized when it comes to managing various aspects of the offshore processing centres, as becomes clear from the following discursive strands.
First, in relation to health and welfare conditions, the discourse outlines that it is the Australian Government that is providing the necessary services, including through contracting service providers. Second, the Australian Government is discoursed as safeguarding the dignity and respect of detained migrants. Indeed, the Minister refers to continuous reviews of the situations in offshore detention centres "to ensure that people are treated with dignity and respect" 140 . The Minister states that these steps are taken not only at Nauru and Manus Island, but also at Christmas Island, Blaydin Point, Villawood and Yongah Hill, which are all detention centres on Australian territory. 141 In the discourse, the detention facilities at Nauru and Manus Island are discussed as falling within the same category as these facilities on domestic soil.
Third, in a similar vein, the Minister outlines that Australia carries responsibility in relation to the safety of RPCs: indeed, the Australian Government is "taking every step we think is necessary to ensure the security of those facilities", 142 which happens through service providers contracted by Australia but operating under the national laws of Nauru, respectively
PNG. Responding to the Cornell report in which the February 2014 riots at the RPC on
Manus Island (PNG) are reviewed, 143 Minister Scott Morrison maintains that "that report is based on an incident that took place some months ago and we've been taken necessary steps to ensure proper security arrangements within that facility, as well as Nauru, and that's why we're able to expand the capacity and expand its operations and the centre I think has been operating very functionally and serving the purpose for which it's been tasked." 144 Fourth, the discourse continuously refers to "us" and "we" when operational matters, funding constructions, tendering private contractors, planning and practical arrangements are discussed. Indeed, phrases such as "we're achieving it", 145 The use of the electoral campaigning narrative may come as no surprise given that the discourse is conveyed by means of a pre-election document distributed to the electorate. Yet, it is useful to emphasise that the discourse should be understood in this context through which it is distributed, consumed, and ultimately gains meaning. Being prepared as an electoral tool by the Coalition parties, and being subsequently consumed by the public in the process of determining for which party to vote, the discourse used -including the outline of goals, targeted migrants, and regional (diffusion of) responsibilities -is discursively construed in a particular way. The 'discursive event' has as such a specific electoral interest in using resonating inclusionary and exclusionary language and is a powerful one-directional tool by which the Coalition can effectively convey a certain discourse to the public, especially since it has the power to guide the reader to a preferred reading. 160 In the socio-cultural contextual analysis below, it will be further outlined in which direction resonance is sought in the policy brief.
Press conference transcripts
The press conferences are structured more or less in a similar vein each week, starting with statements from the Minister for Immigration and Border Protection, followed by statements of the (Acting) Commander of the Joint Action Taskforce, which are subsequently followed 155 by a Q&A session. In the first few press conferences, both the Minister and the (Acting)
Commander would remain at the disposal of the journalists throughout the entire session, but in later press conferences, this modality was changed: first, all questions concerning the weekly statistical updates could be posed to and answered by the (Acting) Commander, who would subsequently leave, after which more politically-sided questions could be posed to the Minister. The press conferences thus draw on two discursive strands, namely a military and a political discursivity. However, the interdiscursivity is limited as both are treated distinctly, being outlined and responded to by different authorities at separate stages of the discursive event.
Different from the policy brief, the press conferences are thus framed within a military 161 and political-journalistic discursivity rather than an electoral campaigning one, changing the dynamic of both the content and the interaction. On the one hand, the content is less focused on a comparison with previous Labor Government policy and is more aimed at actual progress and evolving issues, although references to Labor policies are occasionally made. On the other hand, the press conferences are not one-directional and provide an opportunity for interaction and dialogue as opposed to the policy brief's electoral monologue.
However, during the press conferences, journalists notably became dissatisfied by the lack of genuine interaction and discussion. Indeed, they repeatedly alleged that the Minister and (Acting) Commander were warding off critical questions by stating that they cannot comment on ongoing tactical or operational matters and that they do not want to provide "shipping news" to human traffickers. 162 In addition, in January 2014, the weekly press conferences were abolished and were replaced by press conferences on an "as-needs basis" in combination with weekly written statements and statistical releases. 163 In effect, this means that press conferences will only be held if the Minister or the (Acting) Commander have "got something to say". 164 For the rest of 2014, the discursive setting has almost ceased to exist as the Minister and (Acting) Commander have not conveyed any further press conference.
Instead, one-directional monthly operational updates are distributed. As such, the discursive practice has turned from potentially interactional to non-interactional.
Again, it is of importance to realize that the discourse is framed from a particular understanding, originates from a certain power structure and is conveyed via a selected platform, in this case press conferences. The fact that limited interdiscursivity is provided for, and that alternative narratives are to a significant extent excluded through the choice of discursive practices, informs the goals, targeted migrants and division and/or diffusion of responsibilities by emphasising certain facts and priorities whilst leaving others unremarked or underexposed.
The position of boat migrants in the discursive debate
Discursive systems and practices can be used to exercise and maintain power, but can also be employed to counter existing power arrangements and to foster alternative ideologies. Indeed, power structures can be questioned, resisted and challenged through discourse. 165 As such, can boat migrants utilize an alternative discourse as a tool of empowerment?
In the context of OSB, boat migrants are generally unsuccessful in employing such an alternative discourse: indeed, for discourse to be effective, it needs to be heard. Boat migrants find themselves in an unequal power structure, with the authorities being able to elaborately express and foster concerns whilst boat migrants and their claims to protection are largely invisible 166 and critical questions from journalists remain unanswered.
OSB contributes to this process in two ways: by materialising in the dominant discourse on the one hand, and by utilising the practice of offshore processing on the other.
Thus, first, boat migrants are both implicitly and explicitly continuously framed as a homogeneous group with similar backgrounds, motivations, and aims, thereby underexposing individual circumstances. 167 The discourse leaves individual push factors and other determinants for embarking to Australia largely unmarked. Consequently, whilst the discourse presents a policy that is beneficial for Australians, 'genuine' asylum-seekers and boat migrants alike, the narratives and agency of the latter as individuals remain underexposed. 
Socio-cultural contextual analysis
Public and political debates in Australia have repeatedly used characterizations and phrases such as "invasions", "floodings" 175 and "yellow perils" to denote irregular boat migration.
The Pacific Solution was a direct response to the MS Tampa incident in 2001, in which 433 asylum-seekers were rescued in the high waters by a Norwegian vessel.
Subsequently, the vessel was denied permission to disembark at the nearest Australian port whilst processing agreements were rapidly -but successfully -negotiated with neighbouring countries. 182 Offshore processing under the Pacific Solution was, however, indirectly triggered by various more fundamental causes. First, since preceding deterrence policies had proven to be ineffective, the Australian Government implemented the Pacific Solution to further discourage asylum-seekers and human traffickers. 183 As Pickering outlines, deterrence was at the heart of the Australian Government's response, with the Pacific Solution being "an act of escalated deterrence". 184 showed that his Government was exerting control and responded rapidly to migration influxes. 187 Howard won the elections with a margin that had been very unlikely a few months before the introduction of the Pacific Solution. 188 Third, to some extent, human rights pressures paradoxically contributed to offshore asylum measures being implemented: because of increasing pressure exercised by human rights advocates, the Government somewhat tried to dilute responsibilities and accountability. 189 The examined discourse should be understood against this background. As outlined above, certain forms of migration have continuously been discussed both in public and political debate as phenomena to be feared and deterred. In turn, the text is not only shaped by the context, but the context is also shaped (and reinforced) by the text: indeed, the examined discourse continues to play into -and adds toexisting societal fears and insecurities about migration. As such, through discourse, fear may have become a self-fulfilling prophecy: the more it is emphasized, the more it becomes real and identifiable. In other words, language and context are not self-contained, nor do they remain uninfluenced by each other: on the contrary, they are aligned and can only be understood properly when regarded in light of each other and as mutually modelling.
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Political rhetoric is driven by societal fears, yet societal fears are driven by political rhetoric.
Conclusion and discussion
The present article set off with Welch' dichotomy of 'loud panicking' and 'quiet manoeuvring'. 204 His framing of the Pacific Solution as a measure of crimmigration has been broadly supported, in particular in relation to its 'loud panicking' effect: indeed, the policy has been framed within broader discussions on border protection and securitization and has been accompanied by a scapegoating discourse that, through its differentiating capacity, frames certain groups of "crimmigrant others" as illegals, border threats, and potential criminals. 205 Given that OSB constitutes a strict, militarized continuation of the Pacific Solution, 206 the present article has attempted to analyse how Welch' dichotomous framework of analysis can contribute to a proper understanding of the role and influence of political discourse in this regard. It has done so by adding specific themes of analysis that further denote the respective 'walls' of noise and governance.
On the one hand, the analysis clearly supports the view that the Government uses 'walls of noise' and tactics of 'loud panicking' to justify OSB. Through statements such as "our policies have always been about protecting Australia's sovereignty" and are aimed at both "border security" and restoring "faith in our immigration system", it is being assumed that (a) national sovereignty and borders are being threatened, (b) such threats originate from boat migration, and (c) OSB is effective in countering such threats. Indeed, the discourse repeatedly refers to the importance of protecting borders and sovereignty against criminal activities associated with boat migrants, with a strict deterrence approach ("stopping the boats") being warranted given the "scale of the problem" and the "border crisis". In this sense, the discourse creates 'loud panic' and draws the field of border securitization into the field of clear from the socio-cultural contextual analysis.
Immigrants are distinguished on the basis of their mode of transportation, creating an undesired crimmigrant group of allegedly illegal, threatening and non-deserving boat migrants who buy a place from smugglers at the black market. 208 Boat migrants are regarded as "seeking upward socioeconomic mobility", thereby underexposing their personal backgrounds and motivations as well as their protection claims. 209 They are drawn into a crime discourse more explicitly as well: thus, they are linked to sexual assault and piracy on more than one occasion. Subsequently, boat migrants are "held to higher standards" with "low tolerance" levels. 210 By this repeated discursive outlining of boat migrants as illegal and undeserving migrants who ought to be deterred and excluded, their crimmigrant imago is continuously fostered. In the absence of asylum-seekers' narratives, these framings are "very difficult to refute". 211 The label that Fleay and Briskman have used to denote detained immigrants in remote sites, "hidden men", is strikingly apt in this perspective.
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At first glance, this 'othering' process may appear contradictory to the fact that boat migrants are simultaneously discoursed to be vulnerable persons and that the policy is aimed at saving lives at sea. Indeed, rhetoric of deterrence and exclusion is used in relation to boat migrants actively using their power and agency to reach Australia, whilst the language of vulnerability and protection is used when boat migrants are discussed as passive -and powerless -objects of human trafficking. However, the two narratives can co-exist because they both foster the deterrence ideal: the active migrant who uses agency is framed as a threat and should as such be kept out, whilst the passive migrant who is a victim of smugglers should be protected from the dangerous trip at sea. Moreover, the framing of agency-using migrants as threats (or 'crimmigrants') discredits and marginalises their narratives, thereby leaving them largely unheard. 213 Albeit with distinct rationales, both characterisations thus demand a decline in boat arrivals. Furthermore, they both homogenize boat migrants, thereby largely denying push factors and individual determinants and justifying that boat migrants are sent, without exception, offshore.
214
On the other hand, the discourse analysis provides an insight in how offshore processing can be regarded as a 'wall of governance' -or 'quiet manoeuvring'. Apart from the legal question which countries have duties under international law to process asylum claims and to provide protection, 215 the division and/or diffusion of responsibilities and accountability on a discursive plane does not become fully apparent. Indeed, responsibility is discussed through references to opaque policy constructions. 216 Boat migrants are held in establishments which are discoursed to be Australian in a plethora of respects: indeed, Australia is discoursed to fund the construction and maintenance of the centres, to plan and manage operational matters and practical arrangements, to tender private contractors, to ensure health care, safety, dignity and respect for detained migrants, to have the power to independently bring detainees from the RPCs to Australia's mainland for investigative purposes, and to be able to restrict media access to offshore detention centres. In other respects, however, the discourse states that the centres are run by -and that responsibilities are increasingly transferred to -the Nauruan and PNG authorities, and that the arrangements take place subject to Nauruan and PNG law. Responsibility thus seems to be discursively diffused through the language of "partnerships" and "joint committees". Even more so, issues of responsibility and accountability seem to be further diffused through the involvement of yet other actors, primarily private contractors.
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In fact, apart from offshore processing, another tactic of 'quiet manoeuvring' can be discerned from the discourse analysis. Indeed, the discursive practice itself is used as an importance to realize that this is facilitated by the particularities of the discursive practices.
Since the policy brief and press conferences are the dominant discursive practices, they provide suitable platforms for the authorities to control which and how discourses are distributed and consumed. They therefore allow for a particular narrative to be expressed, leaving little room for both alternative narratives and critical approaches to be outlined. This stretches further than the stonewalling mechanism as identified by Welch: 220 indeed, mediaand as such, the public -are not only stonewalled through the withholding of information, but certain narratives also remain, through the choice of discursive practice, significantly underexposed. CDA thus has added value in that it shows how discourse itself has, being OSB can thus be characterized as a crimmigration policy making use of both 'loud panicking' and 'quiet manoeuvring'. In fact, both processes seem to be closely related: loud panicking as conveyed through dominant discourse enables the Government to legitimize the use of quiet manoeuvring tactics, whilst such quiet manoeuvring tactics mute alternative narratives and thus leave the dominant discourse's position unaffected. In sum, 'quiet manoeuvring' enables a powerful discursive practice through which 'loud panicking' can be distributed and consumed, both resonating with -and having a shaping influence on -the socio-cultural context. As such, the dichotomous analogy of walls as introduced by Welch can be identified and recognized in the various levels of analysis under the CDA approach. 221 In addition, it must be acknowledged that both types of walls are much more interwoven than is sometimes suggested: indeed, dominant discursive practices are used as building bricks for 'walls of noise' and 'walls of governance' at the same time. Simultaneously, 'walls of noise' enable 'walls of governance' and vice versa. 218 Welch, "The Sonics of Crimmigration". See also Van Berlo, "Stonewalling Asylum Seekers in the Pacific". 219 Welch, "The Sonics of Crimmigration", 331. 220 Welch, "The Sonics of Crimmigration". 221 ibid. are framed as such -are provided with access to justice, due process, and the rule of law. 222 See also Van Berlo, "The Crimmigrant as Captive and Commodity".
